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BEFORE THE BOARD OF PSYCHOLOGIST EXAMINERS
FOR THE STATE OF ARIZONA

Complaint No. 00-03 O R ] G / N /4 L

FINDINGS OF FACT,
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,
AND DECREE OF CENSURE

In the Matter of
James M. Utie, Ph.D.,
Holder of License No. 1122

for the Practice of Psycholog
in the State of Arizona
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On October 6, 2000, James M. Utic, Ph.D. (“Licensee”) appeared with his attorney,

Daniel Jantsch, for an Informal Interview before the Arizona Board of Psychologist Examiners

" (“Board”). The proceedings in this matter are governed by A.R.S. §§ 32-2081 and 32-2082.

The complainant addressed the Board. After interviewing Licensee, considering the
information presented, and deliberating fully, the Board adopted the following Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law and Decree of Censure:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1z Licensee is the holder of license number 1122 for the practice of psychology in the
State of Arizona.

2. The Board has the authority to hold an informal interview pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-
2081(F). After an informal interview, the Board may take action pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-2081(F),
(G) and (H).

3. Licensee administered the MMPI to family members J.W. and Mr. and Mrs. L, and
the WISC-R to two family members who were children, in a context that blurred professional and
personal relationships.

4. When Licensee administered a practice WISC-R test to the two minor children who
were family members, he interpreted the test data as valid when it was not, and presented the WISC-
R protocols to the children’s parents.

S. Licensee arranged a personal meeting between his female client, J.H., and a male
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member of Licensee’s family, to whom he had previously administered a psychological test.
Licensee’s conduct resulted in multiple roles with the family member.
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1; The Board of Psychologist Examiners of the State of Arizona possesses jurisdiction
over the subject matter and James. M. Utic, Ph.D.

2; The conduct and circumstances described above constitute unprofessional conduct
pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-2061(A)(13)(o)(engaging in activities as a psychologist that are unpro-
fessional by current standards of practice.)

DECREE OF CENSURE

Based upon the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, IT IS ORDERED issuing a Decree
of Censure to James. M. Utic, Ph.D.

NOTICE

In order to be eligible for judicial review pursuant to Title 12, Chapter 7, Article 6, you
are required to exhaust your administrative remedies by filing a motion for rehearing or
review within thirty days after service of these Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and
Decree of Censure. Pursuant to A.R.S. § 41-1092.09(B), you are notified that failure to file a
motion for rehearing or review within thirty days after service of these Findings of Fact,
Conclusions of Law and Decree of Censure has the effect of prohibiting you from seeking
judicial review of the Board’s decision. Service is complete on personal service or five days
after the date these Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Decree of Censure are mailed

to your last known address.

DATED this /SZ day of @mw , 2000.

M//Ze., %@%

MAXINE McCARTHY

Executive Director

Arizona Board of Psychologist Examiners
1400 W. Washington

Phoenix, Arizona 85007







